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the spending by the Republicans. And 
we just heard from the other gen-
tleman that we cut, cut, cut. I want to 
know which is it? 

All I know is this, what is in the bill, 
and in the bill it says this: The Com-
mission on Climate Change, $50 million 
of taxpayer money for this new Com-
mission. National Park Service, a $199 
million increase, 10.8 percent above 
last year. The National Endowment for 
the Arts, a 29 percent increase. We 
heard a debate about this yesterday, an 
agency that many Americans find of-
fensive using their tax dollars: $160 
million, a 29 percent increase. National 
Endowment for the Humanities, $19 
million, an increase of 13 percent. 

Which is it? Did we cut all the time 
or did we spend too much? I want to 
know which it is. 

What I do know is that in the bill, 
there are all kinds of excessive spend-
ing. That is why we just want to say 
hold the line, let’s keep it where it is 
right now. 

And I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. MCGOV-
ERN). The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 
will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 29 offered by Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

TITLE VI—ADDITIONAL GENERAL 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. Appropriations made in this Act 
are hereby reduced in the amount of 
$276,330,000. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
the order of the House of Tuesday, 
June 26, 2007, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. PRICE) and a Member opposed 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I appreciate the opportunity to offer 
this amendment. This amendment is 
what became affectionately known as 
the Hefley amendment. Mr. Hefley was 
a former Member of the House and of-
fered a 1 percent decrease in the reduc-
tion of the increase on appropriations 
bills routinely. And he no longer serves 
with us; so many of us believe that it is 
an appropriate way to try to bring 
about some kind of fiscal restraint and 
fiscal responsibility here in the United 
States Congress. 

I think it is important to look at the 
big picture, and the big picture is that 
we always have to remind ourselves 
whose money this is. And there is a 
sense in this Chamber and in Wash-
ington that this money is the govern-
ment’s money, that the government 
somehow makes it and discovers it and 
that it ought to just spend it willy- 
nilly. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, as you know, 
this isn’t the government’s money; it is 
the people’s money. This money comes 
to Washington through the hard work 
of the American taxpayer. And it is im-
perative that we remember that be-
cause only when we remember that will 
we have that touchstone to make cer-
tain we spend it responsibly. 

What are the big numbers here that 
we are talking about in the Interior, 
Environment Appropriations bill? Last 
year, fiscal year 2007, this bill appro-
priated $26.4 billion. This year the pro-
posal is to spend $27.6 billion. That is 
an increase of $1.2 billion, an increase 
of 9.5 percent, an increase three times 
the rate of inflation. 

This amendment would decrease that 
increase by 1 percent. It would decrease 
that increase by $276 million. It would 
trim one penny out of every dollar 
spent in this appropriations bill. It is 
the kind of thing that American fami-
lies all across our Nation do when they 
find themselves in times when they are 
spending more than they are taking in, 
which is what the Federal Government 
is doing, spending more than we are 
taking in. 

This is a responsible amendment. It 
starts us down that road of being fis-
cally responsible. It tells the American 
people that we care about their budget 
and in caring about their budget, we 
will be responsible with the Federal 
budget. It will begin to restore some of 
that trust that the American people 
have lost in Washington’s ability to re-
strain spending. 

So I offer this amendment in good 
faith. I believe it is an appropriate way 
to begin the process of gaining back 
fiscal responsibility here in Wash-
ington. I encourage my colleagues to 
support the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 20 minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire of my good friend from 
Washington if he has any speakers on 
this amendment? 

Mr. DICKS. Yes, we have speakers. 
How many speakers do you have? 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I have got 
more than my 20 minutes will be able 
to fill. 

Mr. DICKS. I am not going to yield 
you any time; so you might go ahead 
and start. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
the silence persists. The silence per-
sists on the majority side because they 

are loathe to defend the spending that 
is going on here in Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I find that particularly of-
fensive to the American people. This is 
not government’s money. It is the 
American taxpayers’ money. It is in-
cumbent upon the party that is pro-
posing to spend billions and billions of 
dollars to increase the debt ceiling in 
this Nation over $9 trillion for the first 
time, to ignore the entitlement spend-
ing, to ignore $50 trillion in liability. 
This is the majority party that is si-
lent, silent when it comes to this kind 
of spending. 

So I would urge my colleagues to re-
consider their desire not to defend 
their spending. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield 
5 minutes to my good friend from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CAMPBELL), who is a leader 
on fiscal responsibility here in the 
House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman from 
Georgia for yielding. 

As I listened to the arguments, what 
arguments that are presented, from the 
majority Democrats, I hear some 
things that don’t quite ring true. They 
talk a lot about their pay-as-you-go 
rules and that their great fiscal accom-
plishment of this Congress is that they 
are going to pay for spending as you 
go. Yet this bill increases spending by 
$1.2 billion, and it is not paid for. There 
is no $1.2 billion cut somewhere else. 
They are simply going to increase the 
deficit by $1.2 billion more because 
they have decided they want to spend 
it. 

They say that they are not raising 
taxes. But yet their budget increases 
spending every single year for 5 years 
and then miraculously says they are 
going to balance the budget. How do 
they do that? Because they did have in 
their budget the largest tax increase in 
American history. 

You just heard them recently just 
decry the former deficits. Oh, my gosh, 
Republicans drove up these deficits. 
And, in fact, we did. And we agree that 
that was not the right thing to do. So 
what is their response? Make the defi-
cits bigger. Take the spending that we 
had while we were in charge and in-
crease it by more. 
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And then they have one other thing 
they continue to do which is to call 
something like this bill a ‘‘cut.’’ You 
heard the gentleman from Washington 
on the last proposal say that it was a 
devastating cut, when in fact all this 
does, as the gentleman from Georgia 
pointed out, is take what’s already a 
4.5 percent increase and reduce it. 

Now, what I want to do is, since 
they’re having a hard time under-
standing this, I want to put this up 
graphically so that maybe they will 
understand better. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here are 100 don-
keys. I figured that donkeys were 
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